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FRA:~CES R. PURDIE, 
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vs 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATIONAL 
PSYCHOLOGY of the University of 
Utah, CLAUDE W. GRANT, JOSEPH C. 
BENTLEY, ROBERT E. FINLEY, ADELAIDE 
FUHRIMAN, REED M. MERRILL, RALPH E . 
PACKARD, JAMES P. PAPPAS, MICHAEL 
J. PATTON, AND JOHN DOES I through 
VII, 
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BRIEF OF APPELLANT 
I 
NATURE OF THE CASE 
Case No. 15209 
This action, initiated by the Plaintiff- Appellant 
in the Court below, alleged that the Defendants had invid-
iously discriminated against the Plaintiff on the basis of 
her age and had denied her free and equal access to the 
public school system of the State of Utah by denying her 
admission to a graduate study program at the University of 
Utah. The complaint sought declaratory and injunctive 
relief preventing discrimination in admissions practices on 
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the basis of age. 
II 
DISPOSITION IN LOWER COURT 
The Defendants-Respondents answered the Plainti: 
Appellant's Complaint in the Court belo-.7 alleging, among 
other things, that Plaintiff's Complaint failed to state 
cause of action upon which relief could be granted. The 
Defendants-Respondents moved the Court to dismiss the Com. 
plaint on that ground; the matter was heard pursuant toR: 
12(d) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. The Court be: 
dismissed the Plaintiff-Appellant's Complaint for failure 
co state a cause of action. 
III 
RELIEF SOUGHT ON APPEAL 
Plaintiff-Appellant seeks reversal of the jud~E 
and order of dismissal, seeks a determination that as a 
matter of law, discrimination on the basis of age for 
admission to a state institution is contrary to Utah stat'. 
and the Utah and United States Constitutions, and seeks ar. 
order remanding this matter with instructions for a full 
trial and hearing. 
IV 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
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This action was filed in the District Court of 
the Third Judicial District in and for the County of Salt 
Lake by the Plaintiff-Appellant seeking a declaratory 
judgment that discrimination in admissions by the Department 
of Educational Psychology of the University of Utah, on 
the basis of age, was in violation of the statutory pro-
visions for free and equal access to the public schools of 
the State of Utah and in violation of the Equal Protection 
and Due Process provisions of the Utah and United States 
Constitutions. The Plaintiff-Appellant sought injunctive 
relief to prevent such age discrimination on Plaintiff's 
pending application for admission to that Department of the 
University. The Defendants answered the Plaintiff's Com-
plaint and alleged, among other things, that discrimination 
based on age was not invidious, but was a valid and proper 
method for determining admissions to school programs, and 
even if everything alleged in Plaintiff's Complaint was 
true, such discrimination based on age did not give rise to 
a cause of action. Upon Stipulation of the parties, all of 
the factual allegations of the Plaintiff's Complaint were 
deemed admitted for the purposes of the hearing on the 
Defendants' Motion to Dismiss held on St. Patrick's Day, 
1977. In an order dated April 18, 1977, the Court granted 
the Defendants-Respondents' Motion to Dismiss for failure 
to state a cause of action. 
The Plaintiff-Appellant filed a timely notice of 
appeal on the dismissal of Plaintiff's Complaint. 
 
Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. Funding for digitization provided by the Institute of Museum and Library Services 
Library Services and Technology Act, administered by the Utah State Library.  
  Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
10 
v 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
The Plaintiff-Appellant, in the academic year 
1975, made application for admission to the Department of 
Educational Psychology of the University of Utah to pursu, 
post-graduate degree in that Department of the University 
. 
The University of Utah is a Utah state supported public 
university and institution of higher learning in the StatE 
of Utah. 
The Defendants, Claude W. Grant, Joseph C. Bent} 
Robert E. Finley, Adelaide Fuhriman, Reed M. ~err ill, Ral~ 
E. Packard, James P. Pappas, Michael J. Patton and others 
were members of the Admissions Committee or faculty of thE 
Department of Educationa1 Psychology of the University of 
Utah which considered the aforesaid application of the 
Plaintiff. 
The application of the Plaintiff, her credential 
her educational background, her experience, her academic 
record, her scores on the applicable "admissions test" anc 
all other factors normally considered for admission exceed 
the normal admissions requirements and levels for admissio 
to the Department of Educational Psychology. 
At the time of the application of the Plaintiff 
set forth above the Plantiff had attained the age of fift'.· 
one years. 
The Defendant members of the Admissions CommittE 
and faculty of the Department of Educational Psychology 
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rejected the application for admission to the post-graduate 
degree program by the Plaintiff on the sole ground and for 
the sole reason of the Plaintiff's age. 
The Defendant Department of Educational Psychology 
and the individual Defendants who are members of the Admissions 
Committee of said Department, maintain a policy of discrimination 
against applicants for admissions to the post-graduate 
degree programs of the Department of Educational Psychology 
on the basis of age - giving preference for admissions to 
the Department to younger persons over older persons. 
The Plaintiff made another application for admission 
to the Department of Educational Psychology of the University 
of Utah to pursu~ a post-graduate degree in that Department 
of the University and to begin her studies in the Fall of 
1977; the Plaintiff desires admission to that program and 
the Defendants herein are currently considering said application 
for admission. 
The Plaintiff-Appellant filed an action in the 
Third Judicial District Court in and for Salt Lake County, 
State of Utah asking: 
(a) the Court to declare the policy and practice 
of the Defendnats in discriminating against 
older applicants for admissions to the Department 
of Educational Psychology, and in favor of 
younger applicants solely on the basis of age 
to be a denial of the equal protection of the 
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law and a denial of free and equal access 
the public educational system of the State 
Utah; and 
(b) the Court to issue a permanent injunction, 
restraining order against the Defendants a: 
each of them from applying or practicing a:. 
policy of discrimination in admissions to: 
Department of Educational Psychology favor: 
younger applicants over older applicants 
solely on the basis of age. 
The Defendants made a motion to Dismiss the Pla: 
Complaint for failure to state a cause of action upon whic 
relief could be granted. The Court found and concluded tr. 
use of age as a criterion for evaluation of applicants ~ 
educational programs is not in violation of the equal prot 
guarantees of the United States Constitution or any other 
statutory or Constitutional prohibition and is a reasonab: 
practice in light of the limited resources available for 
educating persons in the field of educational psychology' 
the University of Utah. The Court ordered that the Motior 
of the Defendants be granted. 
From that Order of Dismissal, the Plaintiff-
Appellant duly and timely filed a Notice of Appeal. 
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The foregoing statement of facts was taken 
directly from the Plaintiff's Complaint (R. 2-5). Upon 
the stipulation of counsel (R. 51-52), the facts as set 
forth in the Plaintiff's Complaint were admitted for 
the purposes of argument on the Defendants' Motion to 
Dismiss, and were deemed to be true by the Court in 
considering said Motion (R. 90-92). 
VI 
ARGUMENT 
POINT I 
THE COURT ERRED IN DISMISSIN~ THE PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT IN THAT THE COURT COULD NOT CONCLUDE 
TO A CERTAINTY THAT 
THE PLAINTIFF WAS NOT ENTITLED TO RELIEF 
The matter carne before the Court below on the 
Defendants' defense to the Plaintiff's Complaint pursuant 
to Rule l2(b)(6) and l2(d) of the Utah Rules of Civil 
Procedure, the Defendants alleging that the Complaint of 
the Plaintiff failed to state a cause of action upon which 
relief could be granted. Motions to dismiss under Rule 
12(b) (6) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure are in the 
nature of a demurrer to a complaint. A Rule 12(b)(6) motion 
or a demurrer is in effect an allegation that, even if the 
facts as stated in the pleading to which objection is taken, 
be true, their legal consequences are not such as to put the 
demurring party to the necessity of answering them or pro-
ceeding further with the cause; a demurrer "admits" the facts 
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well pleaded and refers the law arising thereon to the 
court. Green vs Carter, 28 Ohio App. 492, 162 N.E. 814, 
815; State vs California Packing Corporation, 105 Utah to 
145 P.2d 784; R.L. DavieS' & Company vs Blomberg, 185 N.C. 
496, 117 S.E. 497. Thus for the purposes of the court's 
consideration of the Motion to Dismiss the Court was boun. 
to assume that the facts of the Counterclaim were true an: 
to make a determination as to whether based thereon, the 
Plaintiff might be entitled to any relief. The Defendant; 
had stipulated for the purposes of the hearing on the ~t 
that the facts of the Complaint were true. 
The Utah Supreme Court has previously held that 
a Motion to Dismiss for failure to state a cause of actio:. 
should not be granted unless the Court finds and conclude: 
"with certainty" or to a certainty that the proponent wou: 
be entitled to no relief under any state of facts which 
could be proved in support of his claim. Christensen vs 
Lelis Automatic Transmission Service, Inc., 24 U.2d 165, 
467 P. 2d 605; Liquor Control Commission vs Athas, 121 U. · 
243 P. 2d 441. The court below could not conclude to a ce: 
tainty, based upon the "admitted" facts of the Plaintiff's 
Complaint that the Plaintiff was not entitled to relief. 
As set forth hereinafter, and as clear on the L 
of Plaintiff's Complaint, the Plaintiff 1.;as being denied 
access to a program of study in a public school in the St: 
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of Utah solely on the basis of her age. Age is a character-
istic of a person over >-Thich they have no control; a 
person's chronological age continues to increase and is in-
alterable from the date of one's birth. Age is a character-
istic, like one's sex or one's race, which a person cannot 
alter or change. 
To base a decision by a state agency solely on 
chronological age without consideration of individual abilities 
or attributes is contrary to law. Such a decision is invidious 
and harmed the Plaintiff by denying her further education and 
an advancement in employment and stature. Such conduct 
constitutes actionable harm and gives rise to a cause of action. 
POINT II 
THE UNIVERSITY OF UTAH MUST BE FREELY 
AND EQUALLY OPEN TO ALL PERSONS BASED 
UPON THEIR INDIVIDUAL ABILITIES 
The University of Utah is a part of the public 
school system of the State of Utah as set forth in the Utah 
Constitution (Utah Const. Art. X, §§2, 4). The University 
of Utah was confirmed in its establishment by the Utah 
Constitution (Utah Const. Art. X, §4) and has been confirmed 
and perpetuated by statutory enactments of the Utah Legis-
lature (U.C.A. §53-31-l et seq., 1953 as amended), pursuant 
to constitutional authority (Utah Const. Art. III, §Fourth; 
Art. X, §l). 
The Utah Constitution guarantees that the system 
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of public schools of the State of Utah "shall be open to 
all the children of the State" (Utah Cons t. Art. II I, 
Fourth, and Art. X, §l). The public school system of the 
State of Utah includes an agricultural college and a un-
iversity (Utah Const. Art. X, §2); these institutions hav; 
extension programs and continuing education programs direc 
aimed at adult interests and the entering age for most 
students to these institutions is eighteen years or older 
With reference to these schools, the use of the words 
"children of the State" cannot be confined to mean minors 
children in a traditional sense, but must be read to mean 
the people of the State. The University of Utah is opent 
people :i.n the State of Utah who are over the age of eightE 
and are not children. The cited constitutional provisions 
require that the University of Utah, as part of the public 
schools of Utah, be open to all people of the State. 
The Court has previously considered the construe 
and operation of the applicable provision of the Utah 
Constitution (Utah Const. Art. X, §l) and held that the 
section does not require that schools be free in a financi 
cost sense, but that all children must have equal rights a· 
opportunity to attend the grade or class of school for wh: 
such child is suited by previous training or development 
Logan City School District vs Kowall is, 94 U. 342, 77 P .2c 
A department of the University of Utah must give 
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person applying for admission equal rights and an equal 
opportunity for consideration for admission for a program 
for which such person is suited by previous training and 
development. The Plaintiff is entitled to free and equal 
access, along with other applicants, to positions available 
in graduate study programs in the Department of Educational 
Psychology at The University of Utah. 
At the time of her application to the Department 
of Educational Psychology the Plaintiff was fifty-one years 
of age (R. 3), and had been a taxpayer in the State of Utah 
for in excess of thirty-four years (R. 2). Her credentials, 
her educational background, her experience, her academic 
record, her sco"res on the applicable "admissions test" and all 
other factors normally considered for admission to the program 
exceeded the normal admissions requirements and levels for 
admission to the program for which she sought entrance (R. 3). 
She was denied admission solely because of her age (R. 3). 
The Plaintiff should have been given an equal 
opportunity for consideration on her individual merits and 
abilities, along with the other applicants, and not rejected, 
out of hand, because of her age. Age is a factor the 
Plaintiff cannot control; in the factors that she could con-
trol - - credentials, educational background, experience, 
academic record, test scores and other factors - - she 
exceeded the normal admissions requirements. Equal rights 
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and opportunity for admission require a full consideratio-
of the individual merits and abilities of the Plaintiff, 
against the individual merits and abilities of other 
applicants. 
To deny a person consideration for admission to 
this state university solely on the basis of age denies t: 
person equal rights and opportunities as guaranteed by th1 
Utah Constitution within the public school system of Utah 
POINT III 
DISCRIMINATION ON THE BASIS OF AGE 
IN ADMISSIONS TO AN EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM 
VIOLATES THE EQUAL PROTECTION PROVISIONS 
OF THE UTAH AND UNITED STATES CONSTITUTIONS 
The Fourteenth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution guarantees all persons the equal protection c. 
the law. 
The Utah Constitution provides for the equal 
protection of the people of the state (Utah Const. Art. I, 
§2) and guarantees further that 
All laws of a general nature shall have uni-
form operation. (Utah Canst. Art I, §24) 
The United States Supreme Court has adopted a t;; 
level test in reviewing legislative classifications under 
equal protection clause. A classification based on race, 
nationality or alienage is "inherently suspect or invidioc 
and the Court has required "close judicial scrutiny" of a 
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statute or,governmental action based upon such a class-
ification. The proponent of a measure creating "classifications 
constituting suspect" must establish an "overriding statutory 
purpose," McLaughlin vs Florida, 379 U.S. 184, 192 (1964), 
and bears a "very heavy burden of justification," Loving vs 
Virginia, 388 U.S. 1,9 (1967); see also: Note: Developments 
in the Law -- Equal Protection (1969) 82 Harv. L.Rev. 1065. 
In areas of economic regulation involving equal 
protection challenges, the Courts have proceeded with a pre-
sumption of the constitutionality of the legislation and 
merely required that the distinctions drawn by a challenged 
statute bear some rational relationship to a conceivable 
legitimate state purpose. However, in cases involving 
"suspect classification" or touching on "fundamental interests," .. 
the courts have adopted an attitude of active and critical 
analysis, subjecting the classification to strict scrutiny. 
Under the strict standard applied in such cases, the State must 
bear the burden of establishing not only that it has a com-
pelling interest which justifies the law but that the dis-
tinctions drawn by the law are necessary to further its 
purpose. Sailer Inn, Inc. vs Kirby, 95 Cal Rptr 329, 485 P.2d 
529 (1971); see also: Note: Developments in the Law -- Equal 
Protection (1969) 82 Harv. L.Rev. 1065. 
A. Education is a fundamental right. 
In the State of Utah, free and equal access to 
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public education is a fundamental right guaranteed by our 
Constitution. (Utah Const. Art. III, § Fourth; Art. X, 
§1). That fundamental right is protected in Utah such tr., 
the right cannot be revoked without the consent of the Un: 
States and the people of the State (Utah Const. Art. III, 
§ Fourth) . 
The purpose of education and especially higher 
education in a university, is to prepare students to be p: 
ductive members of our society and citizens of our state. 
ultimate goal of such education is to prepare the student 
for useful and gainful employment. In our society today, 
college degree or higher is required for many employment 
positions or careers. A substantial increase in potential 
income occurs when a degree is attained. 
Employment and the right to pursue a career is' 
fundamental right. In Truax vs Raich, 239 U.S. 33, 41 (l\ 
the Court spoke of "the right to work for a living in the 
common occupations of the community" as being "of the very 
essence of the personal freedom and opportunity that it w: 
the purpose of the [Fourteenth] Amendment to secure." Ace 
Roe vs Wade, 410 U.S. 113, 169 (1973) (SteT...rart, J. concur: 
And in Board of Regents vs Roth, 408 U.S. 564, 572 (1972). 
this Court, citing Meyer vs Nebraska, 262 U.S. 390, 399 C 
described the Fourteenth Amendment's guarantee of liberty 
including "the right of the individual to . . engage in 
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of the common occupations of life . " 
The United States Supreme Court has been clear 
about the fundamental nature of access to employement. In 
Smith vs Texas, 233 U.S. 630 (1914) at page 636, the Court 
stated: 
Insofar as a man is deprived of the right to labor 
his liberty is restricted, his capacity to earn ' 
wages and acquire property is lessened, and he is 
denied the protection which the law affords to those 
who are permitted to work. Liberty means more than 
freedom from servitude, and the consticutional guar-
antee is an assurance that the citizen shall be 
protected in the right to use his powers of mind 
and body in any lawful calling. 
To deny a person access to higher education is to 
deny that person access to employmen~. A post graduate degree 
is needed to practice law, to practice medicine, or to practice 
social work in the State of Utah. To wrongfully deny a 
person access to such a post graduate degree in such a field 
is to deny that person access to a career in that field. 
B. "Old Age" is a suspect classification. 
The United States Supreme Court has not ruled 
directly on the question whether all classifications based 
on age are inherently suspeLt. Through the years the Court 
has recognized certain classifications as suspect: race-
Loving vs Virginia, 338 U.S. 1 (1967); national ancestry-
Takeshashi vs Fish and Game Commission, 334 U.S. 410 (1948); 
alienage - Graham vs Richardson, 403 U.S. 365 (1971). 
Classifications based upon sex are also fast becoming recognized 
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as suspect. In Frontiero vs Richardson, 411 U.S. 6 77 (lg-
four Justices held that sex was a suspect classification 
Morever, since sex, like race and national ori-
is an innnutable characteristic determined solei. 
by the accident of birth, the imposition of spec 
disabilities upon the members of a particular 3, 
because of their sex would seem to violate 'the 
basic concept of our system that legal burdens 
should bear some relationship to individual re-
sponsibility . . . ' Weber vs Aetna Casualtt & 
Surety Co., 406 U.S. 164, 175, 31 L Ed 2d 7 8, c 
S Ct 1400 (1972) ... As a result, statutorv 
distinctions bet;..;een the sexes often have th~ ef 
of invidiously relegating the entire class of 
females to inferior legal status r,.;ithout regard 
to the actual capabilities of its individual 
members. 411 U.S. at 686-87. 
In a recent case considering mandatory retiremer· 
provisions, the United States Supreme Court was asked to: 
that "old age" was a suspect classification. The Court ir 
discussing the matter stated that age 50 was in fact not 
"old age" or elderly", but that 50 years of age was onlya 
certain age in middle life. (Massachusetts Board vs Murg: 
96 S Ct 2562 at 2567.) In that particular case, the Court 
declined to rule that a statute providing for mandatory ~ 
tirement of uniformed state police officers at age 50 con· 
stituted a suspect classification. The holding of that ca 
is restricted to the facts of that case in that it involve 
termination of employment in a potentially dangerous and 
physical occupation. The case before this court is one o: 
seeking entry into a school program for the future educati 
and career benefit of the Plaintiff-Appellant. 
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Age, like sex, race and national origin, is 
also an immutable characteristic determined solely by the 
accident of birth. The historical accomplishments of those 
in their seventies (Appendix A) , indicate the actual cap-
abilities of old persons are great. It is as true for age 
as it has been for all classifications found suspect by 
this Court, that individual differences are far more sig-
nificant than group characteristics, and that the imposition 
of disabilities on the basis of a group characteristic is 
abhorrent to individual responsibility. 
Hernadnez vs Texas, 347 U.S. 475, 478 (1954), holds 
that "when the existence of a distinct class is demonstrated 
and it is further shown that the laws, as written or applied, 
single out that class for different treatment not based on 
some reasonable classification, the guarantees of the Con-
stitution have been violated." This guarantee of equal 
protection refers to the explicit language of the Fourteenth 
Amendment. 
The State may not say that all white men shall be 
subjected to the payment of the attorney's fees 
of parties successfully suing them and all black 
men not. It rna not sa that all men be ond a 
certain age s a a one be t us subjecte , or all 
men possessed of a certain wea~th. These are . 
distinctions which do not furnlsh any proper basls 
for the attempted classification. That must always 
rest upon some difference whi7h bears a reaso~able 
and just relation to the act ln respect to whlch 
the classification is proposed, and can n7ver be 
made arbitrarily and <7ithout any such basls. Gulf, 
C. and S.F.R. Co. vs Ellis, 165 U.S. 150, 155 
(1897). [Emphasls added.] 
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To the same effect, see Mollere vs Southeastern 
Louisiana College, 304 F. Supp. 826 (E.D. La. 1969), wher; 
discrimination against females under the age of twenty-onE 
was found to be irrational and therefore unconstitutional 
In San Antonio School District vs Rodriguez, 4L 
U.S. 1, 28 (1973), this Court defined as a suspect class 
those who are "saddled with such disabilities, subjectedt 
such a history of purposeful unequal treatment, or relega: 
to such a position of political powerlessness as to commar. 
extraordinary protection from the majoritarian political 
process." 
Are older people "subjected to . a history o: 
purposeful unequal treatment "? Clearly yes. That 
history is perhaps not a long one; in the 19th century and 
before, few people attained 65 years of age, and those who 
did were productive members of society. But the history c 
the 20th century is one of increasing prejudice and pre-
judicial treatment, exemplified by the expansion of mandat 
retirement policies and statutes. Presumably, it might be 
suggested that one must wait for 300 years of discriminati 
such as Blacks have experienced, before the "history of 
purposeful unequal treatment" rises to constitutional sig· 
nificance. To offer the thought, however, is to reject it 
Discrimination continues to plague older Americ' 
Classifying persons on the basis of their age is arbitrar: 
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and capricious. Each person should be classified upon their 
ovm merit and capabilities rather than their age, a character-
istic which they cannot change or control. 
C. No compelling interest justifies the discrimination. 
Given the fundamental rights to education and 
to a career that are at stake, and given the questionable nature 
of the classification based on age, a compelling state interest 
must be shown to justify the discrimination. 
The only rationale for discriminating against the 
Plaintiff on her age, was that positions in the graduate school 
were a limited resource, and age was a rational basis for 
distribution of those positions. No compelling state interest 
ha~ been offered by the University because none exists. 
D. Even under a mere rational basis test, age 
discrimination must fail. 
Discriminating in admissions based on age is 
not rational, but is arbitrary and capricious. The University 
claims that age discrimination is valid and proper because 
they have a limited resource to distribute. (R. 39, 91). It 
is apparently their position that they desire that people 
with longer life expectancies be admitted so that those 
persons can serve society for a longer period of time. This 
rationale fails to be appropriate unless the University 
applies it throughout their admissions program; that is, 
statistically women have a longer life expectancy than men, 
thus women should be given a preference in admission; a white 
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applicant has a longer life expectancy than a black ap-
plicant, thus the white applicant should be give a prefere: 
Many women interrupt their careers during child bearing 
years to raise a family, thus a preference should be give:. 
to men, who will serve longer. Potential life expectancy 
is not considered when viewing most applicants for admiss: 
to the University. 
The State of Utah is currently suffering a drou1· 
we have a shortage of water; it is a limited resource. s~ 
we distribute that limited resource on the basis of the li 
expectancy of the person receiving it? Should we deny an 
elderly person that limited resource because they have a 
shorter life expectancy? 
When a person is admitted to the Department of 
Educational Psychology they are not required to promise to 
remain a useful and active member of that professional fie: 
for any period of time after graduation. A person could 
receive their graduate degree and then become a hermit and 
never "serve" society in that field. Unless the Departmen: 
requires "guarantees" from all of their applicants, they 
cannot require a "guarantee" from their older applicants. 
The United States Congress in the Age Discrimina: 
Act of 1975, (42 U.S.C. §6101 et seq.) has established ~l 
age discrimination cannot be perpetuated in programs rece: 
federal financial assistance. The Congress has determinec 
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that age discrimination is unreasonable and irrational. 
The effective date of that statute is January 1, 1979. 
After that date, the Defendants-Respondents, as recipients 
of federal funds, will not be allowed to discriminate against 
the Plaintiff in the manner they have. 
There is no reasonable basis to di~criminate 
against an older person in admissions to the University. 
Each person should be judged on their own merit, not simple 
chronological age. 
POINT IV 
AGE DISCRIMINATION IN ADMISSIONS 
VIOLATES THE DUE PROCESS PROVISIONS OF 
THE UTAH AND UNITED STATES CONSTITUTIONS 
The Utah Constitution guarantees due process of 
law (Utah Canst. Art. I, §7) as does the Fourteenth 
Amendment of the United States Constitution. Age-based 
discrimination violates the guarantee of due process of 
law. 
Age-based discrimination embodies constitutionally 
offensive irrebuttable presumptions. People differ. A 
person who is chronologically 40 years old can by physically 
and mentally 60 years old, and a 70 year old person can in 
turn be physically and mentally 25. There is simply no in-
flexible truth, universal and necessary, that all older people 
are equal as compared to others their own age, or unequal as 
compared to younger persons. 
 
Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. Funding for digitization provided by the Institute of Museum and Library Services 
Library Services and Technology Act, administered by the Utah State Library.  
  Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
28 
Discrimination in admissions based upon age in 
this case, constitutes an irrebuttable presumption by the 
University that older people are less capable or less des: 
able or less potentially useful, than younger people; sue:. 
an irrebuttable presumption denies due process to the 
applicant. (Cleveland Board of Education vs La Fleur, 4lo 
U.S. 632; Vlandis vs Kline, 412 U.S. 441; Stanley vs Illi: 
405 u.s. 645) 0 
The facts as before the Court establish that t~ 
Plaintiff-Appellant's qualifications exceeded normal admis: 
requirements, but without hearing and without an opportun: 
to rebut, she was denied admission because of presumptions 
by the University regarding age. This is a denial of due 
process of law. 
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CONCLUSION 
The policy of age discrimination in admissions 
by the Department of Educational Psychology of the University 
of Utah, constitutes a denial of free and equal access to 
the public school system of Utah, constitutes a denial of 
equal protection of the law and constitutes a denial of due 
process of law. The Court below erred in determining that 
the Plaintiff's Complaint failed to state a cause of action. 
The judgment and order of dismissal should be reversed and 
the matter remanded with instructions for a full hearing 
and trial. 
Respectf~lly submitted, 
Brian M. Barnard 
Attorney for Plaintiff-
Appellant 
214 East Fifth South 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111 
Cooperating Attorney- Utah Affiliate 
American Civil Liberties Union 
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APPENDIX A 
Accomplishments Past the ~e of 69 (1975) 
Walter Gropius 
1883-1969 
Louis Kahn 
1901-1974 
LeCorbusier 
( Charles-Edouard 
Jeanneret) 
1887-1965 
M.ies van der Robe 
1886-1969 
Frank Lloyd Wright 
1869-1969 
Giovanni Lorenzo 
Bernini 
1598-1680 
Marc Chagall 
1887-
Salvador Dali 
1904-
Marcel Duchamp 
1887-1968 
Max Ernst 
1891-
Vasili Kandinski 
1866-1944 
Michelangelo 
1475-1564 
I. Architecture 
Active member of The Architects Collec-
tive until death at 86; U.S. Embassy 
in Athens at 77. 
Yale Mellon Center for British Studies 
at 71. 
La Tourette Monastery at 73 ; Chandi-
gark, India at 75. 
Seagram Building at 70; National Gal-
lery, Berlin 76-82. 
Baghdad Opera at 88; Guggenheim Mu-
seum completed at 90. 
n. Art 
Ponte Sant'Angela; Tomb of Alexander 
VII; one of the designers of St. 
Peters; Altieri Chapel with death of 
the Blessed Ludovicia Albertoni. 
Painter active into 80's. 
Surrealist still active at 71. 
Painter active until death at 81. 
Painter active into 80's. 
Russian post-impressionist painter who 
founded new abstract school with Paul 
Klee; active until his death at age 78. 
Greatest works up to time of death at 89. 
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Joan Mira 
1893-
Grandma Moses 
(Anna Moses) 
1860-1961 
Pablo Picasso 
1881-1973 
David Siquieros 
1896-1974 
Edward Steichen 
1879-1973 
Tintoretto 
(Jacopo Robusti) 
1518-1594 
Titian 
1477-1576 
2a 
Painter, sculptor, still active at 78. 
Began to paint at 72. 
Still active past 90. 
Mexican muralist active until death at 
78; "March of Humanity'' ( 50,000 sq. 
ft. mural) executed in 70's. 
Photographer, Director Emeritus of De-
partment of Photography, Museum of 
Modern Art; edited The Family of 
Man at 76; one man exhibit at MOMA 
at 82. 
Worked until death at 81. 
Portraits of Pope Paul III; completed 
Pieta immediately before death at 99. 
ill. Business and Labor 
Bernard Baruch 
1870-1965 
Harry Bridges 
1900-
Cyrus Stephen Eaton 
1883-
Alfred Fuller 
1885-1973 
Cary Grant 
1904-
John L. Lewis 
1880-1969 
73 when wrote report on post-war con-
version of American economy; ap-
pointed to U.N . .d.tomic Energy Com-· 
mittee at 76. 
Labor leader, still active at age 75. 
Published: Is the Globe Big Enough 
for Capitalism and Communism 1 at 
75; Canada's Choice at 76; The Engi-
neer As Philosopher at 78; holds nine 
directorships; Trustee, Denison Uni-
versity; L.:niversity of Chicago. 
Chairman of Board of Fuller Brush Co. 
at 83. 
Head of Faberge Perfumes at 71. 
President of 1Jnited Mine Workers of 
America from age 40 to 80. 
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George Meany 
1894-
Bill Rickets 
Col. Sanders 
(fried chicken) 
Luis Bufiuel 
1900-
Charlie Chaplin 
1889-
Vittorio de Sica 
1902-1974 
Alfred Hitchcock 
1899-
Jean Renoir 
1894-
William Benton 
1900-1973 
James Bryant Conant 
1893- . 
Sir Alan Gilbert 
Noah Webster 
1758-1843 
3a 
President of .d.FL-CIO at 81. 
Present Chairman of Chappel's, the in-
ternational music firm, age 90. 
Started at 66; now 82. 
IV. Cinema 
Director, still active at 75; directed 
Tristana at 70; The Petit Charm of 
the Bourgeoise at 72; The Phantom 
of Liberty at 74. 
Published My Autobiography at 75; 
wrote and directed "A Countess From 
Hong Kong'' at 78. 
Directed Garden of F'inzi-Continis at 
70; Brief Vacation at 71. 
Motion pictures and television producer; 
still active at 76; Frenzy at 73. 
Directed C'est La Revolution at 73; La 
Petit Theatre de J ea.n Renoir at 77. 
V. Education 
Publisher of 15th Edition of Encyclo-
pedia Britannica at 73. 
Thomas Jefferson and the Development 
of American Public Education at 69; 
The Education of American Teachers 
at 70; Two Modes of Thought at 71; 
Shaping Educational Policy at 71; 
The Comprehensive High School at 
7 4; My Several Lives-Memoirs of a 
Social Inventor at 72. 
Continues to teach (Drew University) 
at 82; since retirement at 69, has 
written, translated or edited six books 
and published 17 scholarly articles. 
Published American Dictionary of Eng-
lish Language at 70; published a re-
vision of the Authorized Version of 
the English Bible at 75. 
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Rene W~llek 
1903-
4a 
Working on 5th volume of History of 
Modern Criticism at 72. 
VI. Fiction and Poetry 
Melville Cane 
1879-
Agatha Christie 
1890-
Jean Cocteau 
1891-1963 
Noel Coward 
1899-1973 
T. S. Eliot 
1888-1965 
Robert Frost 
1874-1963 
Johann Wolfgang von 
Goethe 
1749-1832 
Par Lagerkvist 
1891-1974 
Melchior Lengyel 
Marianne Moore 
1887-1972 
At 92, a practicing lawyer; commis-
sioned to write commemorative poem 
for Phi Beta Kappa's bicentennial in 
1976; author of ;\lake a Poem at 74; 
And Pastures New at 77; Bullet-
Hunting at 81; To Build A Fire at 
85; So that It Flower at 87; All and 
Sundry, autobiography published at 
89 ; co-editor The Man From Main 
Street, at 7 4; The Golden Year at 81. 
Mystery writer, active at age 85, 14 
novels after age 69. 
Writer, poet. 
Playwright. 
On Poetrv and Poets at 69; The Elder 
Statesriian at 70; Collected Poems 
( 1909-62) published at 75. 
From age 69-75, Ticknor Fellow iri 
Humanities at Dartmouth; Ambas-
sador of Good Will to South Amer-
ica at 80, Israel and Greece at 87, 
Russia at 88; Congressional Gold 
Medal at 88; represented the Arts at 
John F. Kennedy's inauguration at 
87; wrote a :}lasque of Reason at 71; 
Steeple Bush at 73; A Masque of 
Mercy at 73; In the Clearing at 87. 
Second part of Faust completed at 82. 
Pilgrim at Sea at 71; ;)lfarianne at 78. 
Playwright, still active at age 92. 
Poet, active until death at age 85. 
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Vladimir ~abokov 
1899-
Ezra Pound 
1885-1972 
George Ryaal 
(Audax Minor) 
Rex Stout 
1886-
Mark Twain 
(Samuel Clemens) 
1835-1910 
Thornton Wilder 
1897-
Walt Whitman 
1819-1892 
P. G. Wodehouse 
5a 
Novelist still active at 76 · Ada at 70-
Glory at 72. ' ' 
Latest installment of the Cantos at 74 · 
Sophoclean Translation, The Woma~ 
of Tracbis at 71; Translation of the 
Classic Anthology Defined by Con-
fucius at 69. 
Writes a weekly column on horse racing 
for the ~ew Yorker at age 80. 
Writer of mystery novels, 91. 
Active until death at 75; What is Man!, 
Eve's Diary at 71. 
Novelist & Playwright; The Eighth Day 
at 70; Theosophilus North at 76. 
Good-bye, My Fancy at 70. 
Author of 23 novels after age 69. 
VII. Government and Heads of State 
Konrad Adenauer 
1876-1967 
King Gustaf VI Adolf 
1882-1973 
David Ben-Gurion 
1886-1973 
Sir Alexander 
Bustamante 
1884-
Winston Churchill 
1874-1965 
Georges Clemenceau 
1841-1929 
Chiang Kai-Chek 
1887-1975 
Chou En Lai 
1898-
Chancellor of West Germany, 73-87. 
Ruler of Sweden until 91. 
Prime 1'Iinister and ;yiinister of Defense 
from Israel's formation at 62 to 77; 
;yrember of Knesset from 77 to 79. 
Prime Minister at 78; active politically 
at 91. 
Leader of wartime government at 71. 
Prime Minister of France during World 
War I at 76. 
Head of Nationalist Chinese Govern-
ment on Formosa until 88. 
Premier of China at 77. 
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Charles De Gaulle 
1890-1970 
Sam Ervin 
1896-
Francisco Franco 
1892-
Benjamin Franklin 
1706-1790 
Gandhi 
1869-1948 
Malana Hamid 
Paul Hoffmann 
1891-1974 
Ismet Inonu 
1884-1973 
Jomo Kenyatta 
1893-
Jawaharlal Nehru 
1889-1964 
Pope Paul VI 
1897-
Sarvepalli 
Radhakrishnan 
1885-1975 
Samuel Rayburn 
1882-1961 
Eisaku ::3ato 
1901-
Emperor Haile 
Selassie 
1891-1975 
6a 
President of France for over 20 years 
until age 79. 
Chaired Senate Watergate Co=ittee at 
76. 
Spanish head of state at 83. 
Delegate to Second Continental Congress 
in 69th year; one of five drafters of 
Declaratwn of Independence at 70; 
afterwards Ambassador to France 
until 79; attended Constitutional Con-
vention of 1787 at 81. 
Arrested at age 73 as leader of Indian 
Independence Movement; active till 
death at 79. 
Bangladesh opposition leader at age 90. 
U.N. administrator; managing director 
of U.N. Special Fund till 75; of U.N. 
Development Program till 83. 
Re-elected prime minister of Turkey at 
77, served to 81; leader of opposition 
party until 88. 
President of Kenya from age 70, now 82 .. 
Prime minister of India until death at 
75. 
Elected at 66, now 78. 
President of India until 79. 
Speaker of the House at 78. 
Prime Minister of Japan at 70; Presi-
dent of Liberal Democratic Party at 
73. 
Ruler of Ethiopia until deposed at 83. 
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Marshall J ossip Broz 
Tito 
1892-
Mao Tse-Tung 
1893-
Eamon de Valera 
1882-1975 
Walter ffibricht 
1893-1973 
7a 
President of Yugoslavia at 83. 
Chairman People's Republic of China 
at 82. 
President of Ireland until age 91. 
Chairman of DDR Communist Party 
until 78. 
VITI. Presidents of the United States 
James Buchanan Inaugurated at 65; 69 at end of term. 
1791-1868 
Dwight Eisenhower 
1890-1969 
Andrew Jackson 
1767-1847 
Harry S. Truman 
1884-1973 
Inaugurated at 62; 70 at end of term. 
Inaugurated at 61; 70 at end of term. 
33rd President; 69 at end of term; ac-
tive until 89. 
IX. Historians and Political Theorists 
W.E.B. DuBois 
1868-1963 
Will Durant 
1885-
Thomas Hobbes 
1588-1679 
Alexander Kerensky 
1881-1970 
Professor at Atlanta University until 
76; Founder of Phylon magazine at 
72; politically active until death at 
95; Dusk at Dawn at 72. 
The Story of Civilization: Vol. VI, The 
Reformation at 72; Vol. VII, The 
Age of Reason Begins (with Ariel 
Durant) at 76; Vol. VIII, The Age of 
Louis XIV (with A. Durant) at 78; 
Vol. IX, The Age of Voltaire (with 
A. Durant) at 80; Vol. X, Rousseau 
and Revolution (with A. Durant) at 
82 ; The Lessons of History (with A. 
Durant) at 83; Interpretations of Life 
(with A. Durant) at 85; History of 
the Revolutionary Years 1640-1660. 
Continued writing and publishing until 
death at 91. 
Provisional Government of 1917 In 
Documents-3 volumes at 80; Russia 
and History's Turning Point at 84. 
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Samuel Eliot Morison 
1887-
Arthur Krock 
1886-1974 
Walter Lippmann 
1889-1974 
A. Judge. 
Tanaka Kotara 
1890-1974 
Sa 
Eminent .American historian; l4 books 
after age 69, including Pulitzer Prize; 
1'he European Discovery of America: 
The Southern Voyages at 87. 
X. Journalists 
J ournalrst, retired from Times Wash-
ington Bureau at 80; 4th Pulitzer at 
age 89. 
Pulitzer prizes at 69 and 73; Overseas 
Press Club Award; active daily col-
umnist until age 78, and occasional 
contributor to Newsweek until 82. 
XI. Law 
Chief Judge, Japanese Supreme Court 
to age 70; served on International 
Court of Justice in The Hague, ages 
71-79. 
Chief Justices of Supreme Court 
Melville Fuller Age at installation, 65; age at end of 
1888-1910 term, 77. 
Charles E. Hughes Age at installation, 63; age at end of 
1862-1948 term, 79. 
John Marshall Age at installation, 46; age at end of 
1755-1835 term, 80. 
Harlan Stone Age at installation, 69; age at end of 
1872-1946 term, 74. 
William H. Taft Age at installation, 64; age at end of 
1857-1930 term, 73. 
Roger Taney Age at installation, 59; age at end of 
1777-1864 term, 87. 
Morrison Waite Age at installation, 58; age at end of 
1816-1888 term, 72. 
Earl Warren Age at installation, 62; age at end of 
1891-1974 term, 78. 
Edward White Age at installation, 65; age at end of 
1845-1921 term, 76. 
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9a 
Present Supreme Court 
William 0. Douglas .Age at installation, 41; now age 77. 
1898-
Judges 
Hugo Black 
1886-1971 
Louis Dembitz Brandeis 
1856-1941 
Learned Hand 
John Marshall Harlau 
1899-1971 
Oliver Wendell Holmes 
1841-1935 
Judge Harold Medina 
1888-
.Age at installation, 
term, 85. 
51; age at end of 
.Age at installation, 60; age at end of 
term, 83. 
On the bench until 79. 
.Age at installation, 41; age at end of 
term, 71. 
.Age at installation, 61; age at end of 
term, 91. 
Senior Judge in the Second Circuit at 
83. 
As of 1975, 47 Senior Circuit Court Judges and 102 Senior District 
Court Judges active in Federal Judiciary. 
B. Lawyers 
Herman .Arthur Fischer 
Sam Markewich 
1882-
C. Professors 
Paul E. Basye 
(Hastings) 
1901-
William Wirt Blume 
(Hastings) 
1893-
Jerome Hall 
(Hastings) 
1901-
Chairman of the Board, Gary-Wheaton 
Bank from age 70 to age 84; active 
in !a w practice at age 90. 
Practicing lawyer at the age of 87. 
.At 69, 2nd edition Clearing Land Titles. 
.At 70, aid in preparation of Michigan 
Civil Procedure; two extensive ar-
ticles, Hastings Law Journal at 73 
and 77. 
".Archives for Philosophy of Law and 
Social Philosophy" at 69; "Legal 
Thought in the U. S . .A. under Con-
temporary Pressures"; "Justice in the 
20th Century", soon to be published; 
",Jurisprudential Theories and the 
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Frederick Kessler 
1901-
Norman D. Lattin 
(Hastings) 
1894-
Frederick J. Moreau 
(Hastings) 
1893-
George E. Osborne 
(Hastings) 
1893-
Rollin M. Perkins 
(Hastings) 
1889-
H.oscoe Pound 
lOa 
Effectiveness of the Law". to be pub-
lished in N amos; will present paper 
to American Society for Political and 
Legal Philosophy at annual meeting. 
Educator and law professor. 
Recently, new edition of text on Corpo-
rations. 
.After .Age 70: Two large supplements 
to two-volume work which appeared 
initially in 1957; two surveys of Cal-
ifornia Law, 140 pages total; just 
agreed to do 3rd supplement to above. 
2nd edition of text on Mortgages at 77; 
Cases on Suretyship at 73; Cases on 
Secured Transactions at 74. 
Cases on Criminal Law and Procedure 
( 3rd ed.) at 77; Perkins on Criminal 
Law (2nd ed.) at 80; "The Vagrancy 
Concept", 9 Hast. L. J. 237 at 69; 
"Collateral Estoppel in Criminal 
Cases", at 71, at U. of Ill. L. J. 533; 
''Analysis of Assault and Attempts to 
Assault", 47 Minn. L. R. 71 at 73; 
"Corpbs Delecti of Murder," 48 Va. 
L. R. 173 at 73; "Alignment of Sanc-
tion with Culpable Conduct", 49 Ia. 
L. R. 325 at 75; "Some Weak Points 
in the Model Penal Code", 17 Hast. 
L .. J. 3 at 76; Book Reviews: Glueck: 
Roscoe Pound and Criminal Justice, 
11 N. Y. Law Forum 725 at 77; 
Packer: Limits of the Criminal Sanc-
tion, 15 N. Y. Forum 442 at 79. 
Professor at Harvard Law School from 
66 to 77; after age 77, active in 
numerous legal, editorial and educa-
tional positions, including a reorgani-
zation of the Nationalist Chinese Ju-
dicial System. 
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Richard R. Powell 
(Hastings) 
1890-
William L. Prosser 
(Hastings) 
1898-1974 
lla 
Books: Abridgement of Treatise on Real 
Property (with P. J. Rohan) at 78; 
Wills and Trusts (preliminarY edi-
tion of Columbia and l'tlichigan-3 
installments-1959, at 69; Truncated 
Readings in the Law of Future Inter-
ests for California, 1 vol., 1962, at 72; 
Articles: "Perpetuities in Arizona", 
Ariz. L. R. 225 (1959) at 69; "Per-
petuities", Encyclopedia Britannica 
( 1959) at 69; "Relation Between 
Property Rights and Civil Rights", 
15 Hast. L .. J. 135; "Race and Prop-
erty", Diablo Press, 1964 at 71; "New 
Powers of Appointment Act", 103 Tr. 
& Est. 807 (1964) at 74; "Rae. Dis. 
in Housing in Cal.", 18 Va. L. R. W. 
( 1965) at 75; "Alaskan Earthquake 
of 1964", 18 Hast. L. J. 365 (1967) ; 
"Freedom of Alienation-For Whom", 
2 Real Orio, Oribate & Trust J., 127 
(1967) at 77; "Powers of Appoint-
ment in Cal.", 19 Hast. L. J. 1281 
(1968) at 78; "Elliot E. Cheatham-
Gentleman", 22 Vand. L. J. 16 at 78; 
"Law and Its Impact on the Family 
(for Law wives of Hastings) at 78; 
"The Growth of the Law" (ed.), at 
80; "How Free Is It Socially De-
sirable . . . ", Record, Assn. of Bar, 
City of New York at 81. 
In addition: 24 addresses given since 
1960 (since age 70) ; Book Reviews: 
Scott Abr. 46 Corn. L. Q. 375 at 71; 
Dietz, In Defense of Property, 17 
Stan. L. R. 779 at 75; Anderson, 
Amer. Law of Zoning (4 vols.), 20 
Hast. L. J. 1163 at 79; Three studies 
made for New York Law Revision 
Co=ission at 72, at pp. 487-99, 515-
20, 603-04; Study for Cal. Law Re-
vision Commission at 77; "Powers of 
Appointment, With Proposed Draft 
Statute." 
After age 70: 3rd edition of text on 
Torts; Reporter of new Torts Restate-
ment. 
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Lewis M. Simes 
(Hastings) 
1889-
Roscoe T. Steffen 
(Hastings) 
1893-
Clarence M. Updegraf 
Harold E. Verbal 
( Ha.stings) 
1902-
12a 
Improvement of Conveyancing by Leg-
islation at 71 (with C. E. Taylor) ; 
Model Title Standards at 71 (with 
C. E. Taylor); Handbook for More 
Efficient Com·eyancing at 72; 2nd ed. 
Handbook of Future Interests at 77; 
"Perpetuities in California Since 
1951" (Hast. L. J. 1967) at 78. 
"The Private Placement Exemption", 30 
U. Chi. L. R. 211 at 70; Cases on 
Commercial and Invesement Paper, 
3rd ed. at 71; "Enterprise Liability: 
Some Exploratory Co=ents", 17 
Hast. L. J. 165 at 72; "Private Place-
ments Should Be Registered", 43 N.C. 
L. R. 548 at 72; Cases on Agency-
Partnership, 3rd ed., at 76. 
At 73, Article, 17 Hast. L. J. 473; at 77, 
3rd ed. of Arbitration and Labor Re-
lations; published, at 78, book review 
of Labor Relations Between Public 
Employees and Employers (Sullivan). 
At 69, new edition of book on Commu-
nity Property. 
XII. Music and Dance 
George Balanchine 
1904-
Karl Boehm 
1894-
Nadia Boulanger 
1887-
Pablo Cassals 
1876-1973 
Rudolf Friml 
1879-
Martha Graham 
1894-
Franz Joseph 
Haydn 
1732-1809 
Director and chief choreographer of New 
York City Ballet at 71. 
Conductor, still active at 81. 
Still active teaching musical composition 
at 88. 
Active past the age of 90. 
Active as composer and pianist past 90. 
Active as choreographer at 81; active as 
dancer until 78. 
Composer, active until his death at age 
77. 
 
Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. Funding for digitization provided by the Institute of Museum and Library Services 
Library Services and Technology Act, administered by the Utah State Library.  
  Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
Otto Klemperer 
1885-1973 
Joseph Krips 
1896-1974 
J ea.n Philippe 
Ramean 
1683-1764 
Artur Rubenstein 
1889-
Charles Camile 
Saint-Saens 
1835-1921 
Leopold Stokowski 
Robert Stoltz 
Igor Stravinsky 
1882-1971 
Georg Phillipp 
Telemann 
1681-1767 
Arturo Tosca.nini 
1867-1957 
Giuseppe Verdi 
1813-1901 
Henri Bergson 
1859-1941 
Brand Blanchard 
1892-
Franz Brentano 
1838-1917 
Ernst Cassirer 
1874-1948 
13a 
2..ctive as conductor until age 87. 
Conductor, active at age 76. 
Last great operas from age 7 4-77. 
Pianist still active at 86. 
Wrote a number of operas from age 
69-76; a series of works for wind in-
struments and piano from 80 to 86. 
Conductor of the American Symphouy 
Orchestra at age 90. 
Composer, active at age 91. 
Composer, active until his death at age 
88. 
Finest musical works when over 80. 
Conducted until age 87. 
Opera composer, completed Otello at 72, 
Falstaff at age 80. 
Xlll. Philosophy 
Deux Sources de la Morale et da !a 
Religion at 71; La Pensee et le Mou-
vant at 73. 
Educator and Philosopher; at 70 visit-
ing prof. at U. of Minn. and pub. 
Reason & 2..nalysis . 
.Aristoteles Lehre vom Ursprung at 73; 
Kategorienlehre from 73-76; Versucb 
uber die Erkenntnis until death. 
"Essay on Man" at 70; Myth of the 
State at 71 (died at 71). 
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John Dewey 
1859-1952 
Charles Hartshorne 
1897-
Martin Heidegger 
1889-
William E. Hocking 
1873-1966 
Immanuel Kant 
1724-1804 
Horace Meyer Kallen 
1882-
C. I. Lewis 
1883-1964 
Jacques Maritain 
1882-1973 
Stephen C. Pepper 
1891-
14a 
Common Faith at 75; Logic, The Theory 
of Inquiry at 79. 
Educator and Philosopher. 
Unterweis zur Sprache at 70; ~ietzsche 
at 73; Die Frage ::-fach Dem Ding at 
73; Kants These l'ber das Sein at 74; 
Die Technik und die Kehre at 74. 
::VIeaning of I=ortality in Human Ex-
perience at 84. 
Religion within the Limits of Reason 
Alone at 69: Eternal Peace at 71; 
from 71-80, six works at 816 total 
pages. 
Educator and Philosopher. 
Distinguished Seminar Professor at 
Long Island University from age 82 
to 86; Published: Secularism is the 
Will of God, at 72; Cultural Plural-
ism and the American Idea, at 74; 
"Ctopians at Bay, 76; The Book of 
Job as Greek Tragedy, at 77; A Study 
of Liberty, at 77 ; Philosophical Issues 
in Adult Education, at 80; Freedom, 
Tragedy, and Comedy, at 81; Laugh-
ter and Tears, at 86. 
The Ground and Nature of the Right 
at 71; Our Social Inheritance at 72; 
working on manuscript at time of 
death at 81. 
Professor of Philosophy at Princeton 
from 66 to 73; :'.Ian and the State at 
69; Creative Intuition in Art and 
Poetry at 71; La Philosophie Morale: 
examen historique et critique des 
grand systemes at 78; English Trans-
lation-The Person and the Common 
Good at 84. 
Concept and Quality at 76. 
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Ralph Barton Perry 
1876-1957 
Thomas Reid 
1710-1796 
Bertrand Russell 
1872-1970 
George Santayana 
1863-1952 
Ashbel Smith 
Herbert Spencer 
1820-1903 
James Ward 
1843-1925 
Paul Wei.<ls 
1901-
15a 
Realms of Value at 78. 
Essays on the Active Powers of Man at 
78; Essays on the Intellectual Power 
of Jlian at 75. 
::-<obel Prize for Literature, 1950 at 78. 
lleaims of Being at 77; Persons and 
Places at 80; Last Puritan at 72. 
Professor of Philosophy at the Univer-
sity of Texas for the past six years 
and continues in this capacity at the 
age of 73; published A Natural The-
ology for Our Time at 70; also has 
authored numerous articles in pro-
fessional journals after passing the 
age of 70. 
Synthetic Philosophy (10 vols.) finished 
at 76. 
Essays in Philosophy at 82. 
Educator and Philosopher; Philosophy 
in Process 6 Volumes ( 1968-75) ; Mak-
ing of Men, 68 ; Cinematics, 73; Be-
yond All Appearances, 72; Sports: A 
Philosophical Inquiry, 71; Hofstra 
Distinguished Scholar Medal, 72; Fel-
low Ezra Stiles College; Heffer Prof. 
Philosophy Catholic U. of America, 
1969-
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Sigmund Freud 
1856-1939 
Carl Jung 
1875-1961 
Augustine 
354-430 
Martin Buber 
1878-1965 
Paul Tillich 
1886-
George Halas 
1895-
Adolph Rupp 
1901-
Casey Stengel 
1889-
16a 
XIV. Psychology 
Das Unbehagen an der Kultur at 74; 
New Series of Vorlesungen zur Ein-
fuhrung in die Psychoanalyse at 76; 
Moses, Sein Volk und die Monothe-
istische Religion at 82. 
Appointed Professor of Medical Psy-
chology at University of Basel at 68. 
XV. Religion 
The City of God, between 59-72. 
Paths in Utopia at 69; Between Man 
and Man at 69; Hasidism and the Way 
of Man at 70; Two Types of Faith at 
73; Images of Good and Evil at 7 4; 
Elija: ein myster enspiel at 85. 
Professor at Harvard Univ. from 69-76; 
Professor at Univ. of Chicago from 76 
to death at 79; 3 vols. Systematic 
Theology, age 65-77; The New Being 
at 69 ;·The Eternal Now at 77. 
XVL Sports 
Coach of Chicago Bears until 72; Presi-
dent of NFC at 75; still active as 
Chicago Bears' Chairman of the Board 
at 80. 
Coach of U. of Ky. basketball until age 
71 ; retired to become President of 
ABA Memphis Tams. 
World championship and Manager of 
Year at 69; pennant winner at 71; 
charismatic leader of .M:ets until 76. 
 
Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. Funding for digitization provided by the Institute of Museum and Library Services 
Library Services and Technology Act, administered by the Utah State Library.  
  Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
